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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is in response to the Application filed on 12/17/2003. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: "the speech input" 
in line 4, should be "the speech input". Appropriate correction is required. 

3. Claim 7 is objected to because of the following informalities: "the speech input" 
in line 5, should be "the speech input". Appropriate correction is required. 

4. Claim 7 is objected to because of the following informalities: "the speech input" 
in line 4, should be "the speech input". Appropriate correction is required. 

5. Claims 2-6, 8-12, and 14-18 are objected to as being dependent upon an 
objected to base claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. Claims 6, 12, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. It is unclear as to what the Applicant is 
claiming. For the purposes of compact prosecution, the claim was interpreted to mean 
directing the device function based of the vehicle based on the processed speech input. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

8. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

the claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 7-12 are directed toward non-statutory subject matter. 

The term "computer usable medium" is not fully explained in the Applicant's 
specification. Hence, the term computer usable medium has also been interpreted to 
include signals and carrier waves, which are non-statutory. See MPEP 2106.01 [R-5]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

10. Claims 1,2, 5,-8, 11-14, 17, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Brems (US 6,505,161). 

As to claims 1 , 7, and 13, Brems discloses a method for enabling a device 
function of a vehicle, the method comprising: receiving a speech input stream (see col. 
8, lines 4-5) at a telematics unit (see col. 7, lines 66-68-col. 8, lines 1-2); determining a 
speech input context for the received speech input stream (see Figure 7) (e.g. In this 
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figure the process for recognizing and performing the command is shown. The applicant 
regards the context as identifying the speech command or input (see Applicant's 
Specification, page 10, lines 8-9)); processing the received speech input stream based 
on the determination (see col. 13, lines 57-65) (e.g. The speech recognition unit 
recognizes the voice message and processes the message since the dialing of a 
number was determined); and enabling the device function of the vehicle responsive to 
the processed speech input stream (see col. 13, lines 66-67) (e.g. It is implied that the 
calling device is enabled in order to execute the command and perform out dialing). As 
to claim 7, the reference indicates the implementation in a computer (see col. 14, lines 
9-15). 

As to claims 2, 8, and 14, Brems discloses wherein determining a speech input 
context for the received speech input stream comprises: monitoring the speech input 
stream at a context recognizer (see col. 4, lines 57-61), the context recognizer 
comprising a context verbiage (see col. 3, lines 48-65)(e.g. It is seen in the Brems 
reference that the user's spoken voice message is recognized depending on the 
context, in this case phone number); comparing the speech input stream to the context 
verbiage (see col. 13, lines 57-63) (e.g. The message is compared by the use of speech 
models and parameters); and selecting one of a plurality of domain specific actuators 
(see col. 4, lines 64-67-col. 5, lines 1-3 and col. 12, lines 54-58, lines 66-67-col. 13, 
lines 1-5) based on the determined speech input context (see col. 2, lines 63-66) (e.g. 
The Brems reference states the use of codes to determine the device type in order to 
format and decode the speech input by the user. The Applicant refers to the domain 
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specific actuators as a set of rules for formatting the speech input .for compatibility with 
the vehicle device (see Applicant's Specification, page 10, lines 15-18), which is 
assigned to each device in the vehicle). 

As to claims 5, 1 1 , and 1 7, Brems discloses wherein the enabling device function 
of the vehicle comprises: writing the processed speech input stream in an activation 
cache (see col. 6, lines 55-67 and see col. 11, lines 14-15) (e.g. This feature is implied 
and is stored in memory in order to supply the voice message to the service module); 
activating a vehicle device corresponding to the device function of the vehicle (see col. 
13, lines 60-67 and see col. 10, lines 14-19) (e.g. It is implied by the Brems reference 
that the activation of the device function is done in order to allow the outdialing and 
receiving.); and supplying the processed speech input stream from the activation cache 
to the vehicle device (see col. 13, lines 60-67 and see col. 10, lines 14-19) (e.g. It is 
implied that the processed speech is supplied to the vehicle device in order to outdial 
the stated number as well as receive the incoming transmission.) 

As to claims 6,12, and 18, Brems discloses the directing of a vehicle device in 
control of the enabled device function of the vehicle based on the processed speech 
input stream (see col. (see col. 13, lines 60-67 and see col. 10, lines 14-19) (e.g. It is 
implied by the reference that the vehicle deice is directed to perform the function based 
on the input message. In the Brems reference, outdialing of the call is performed based 
upon the number and the outdialing is performed by the cellular telephone described by 
the reference to be a telematic unit (see col. 8, lines 1-2). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

12. Claims 3, 4, 9, 10, 15, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brems as applied to claim 1 above, in view of Deisher et al. (US 
2004/0002866). 

As to claims 3, 9, and 15, Brems discloses the formatting of the received speech 
based on device type (see col. 4, lines 64-67-col. 5, lines 1-3 and col. 12, lines 54-58, 
lines 66-67-col. 13, lines 1-5). However, Brems does not specifically disclose the 
accessing of a set of rules for formatting speech. Deisher et al. discloses the accessing 
of the set of rules and for the device for formatting the speech input, (see page 2, [0027] 
and [0028]) (e.g. It is seen by the Deisher et al. that each device is expected to have 
different capabilities and communication as to these specific formats is done. Further, it 
is implied by the communication of these formats that there are a set of rules and 
structures associated with each type of device. The Deisher et al. reference refers to 
vehicle devices (see page 1 , [0019] and [0045]). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skilled in the art to have combined the teachings of Brems with the accessing 
of the rules and structures of the specific device type. The motivation to have combined 
the two references involve enabling communication between different device types, 
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which have different formats (see page 3, [0027]), which would benefit the system 
presented by Brems for the various devices that can communicate. 

As to claims 4, 10, and 16 Brems discloses the use of a database where the 
formatting and device codes are kept (see col. 4, lines 62-67-col. 5, lines 1-3 and col. 

12, lines 54-58, lines 66-67-col. 13, lines 1-5) (e.g. From the Applicant's definition of a 
domain specific actuator, it was interpreted to be a database containing the various 
rules and structures for the specific device). 

Conclusion 

13. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Junqua (US 6,597,018) and Rigo et al. (US 2002/0049535) are cited to teach the 
processing of a spoken request from a user to control an automobile device. McCarthy 
et al. (US 6,693,517) is cited to disclose a vehicle-mirror based system for 
communication. Gilbert et al. (US 6,732,077) is cited to disclose a speech recognition 
adapted receive operating commands from a user. Odinack (US 2005/0065779) is cited 
to disclose telematics with features such as speech recognition, communication, 
navigational assistance, and services. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Paras Shah whose telephone number is (571)270-1650. 
The examiner can normally be reached on MON.-FRI. 7:30a.m.-5:00p.m. EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Xiao Wu can be reached on (571 )272-7761 . The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

P.S. 

5/10/2007 



XIAOWU 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



